10/26/87 


- 


Mr, Bruce Ivins 
408 Kilitiiry Hoad 
Frederick, Md. 21701 

Bear to, x vina, 

I found your letter of thete3rd to be amusing, entertaining and entirely 
evasive. Also quite irrelevant. To say nothing of silly. 

The later refers to your representing that I was threatening you ("to blow 
my brains out") when I said, "make my day," While this may have originated with 
blint Easwood, of whom I know nothing - I've never seen one of his movies - I was, 
as I think most readers understood, using those words as i&s Incandescent Iconship 

particularly objectionable column, and I almost never read_them, 
hating that low an opinion of Me^ chum's writings, I'd responded only to what I 
regard as his anti-Semitism, I did this a number of tines and there thus is in the 
papers a history and background you ignore. I have in each and every instance made 
factual comment, which you pretend Btill I did not do, and I also offered my personal 
opinions about his writing and his purposes in it, 

I do not want to forget to assure you that I not only did not intend any tlireat 
to you of any kind, as I'm inclined to believe you knew anyway, it would be impossible 
for me. My health is so limiting I can't risk parking my car a block from where I'm 
going and I don t have a pistol anyway, 

I am not going to reread that crap, but it is my recollection that Meachun's 
column was not on his position on the Bork nomination. It was him spouting off, 
prentending omniscience again, and as the records since shows, with his usual contempt 
for fact. n 

I'm pretty sure that what I referred to as "/icious" is his saying that the 
committee members opposed to the Bork nomination Would XXXIX Wslink" and hide their 
positions in the vote on the Senate floor, in itself an impossibulity. 

You still say nothing at all about what I said. You've merely referred to some 
of the words I used, out of context. I am pretty sure that I asked you to be specific 
with regard to the fact in what *^rote and that I d then justify the opinion. That you 
take this time and waste all those irrelevant words in itself is a sufficient answer. 
You will not because you cannot. I was accurate and he, as usualj^ wasn't. 

I found all those words pretending to distance yourself from him amusing 
because in all of them you do not day that you are not his friend, do not know him, 
or that your letter to the editor was completely independent of him. Why not? Why 
not be simple and direct instead of trying to sugpst what 
answer obvious? 

Thanks for making part of a day a little lighter. 


you do not say? Or is the 


Sincerely, 



uses them... . 

^his s 

Qntil\Mrtone 




